ABSTRACT. Drawing on discursive approaches of stylistic linguistics and linguistic analysis, we explore ways in which temporality is an invoked and represented aspect in management journal titles. We analyze the titles of scholarly articles from three interdisciplinary organizational journals published in 2000: Administrative Science Quarterly, Group and Organization Management, and the Journal of Management Studies. We note manifestations of temporality in punctuation and word choice, in research interest, the use of academic terminology or keywords, and in underlying assumptions of temporality or timelessness. We conclude that journal titles may tell us about the speech community of management scholarship manifest through discipline-based constructions of temporality, but little about the individual experience of temporality in contributing to such a construction. KEY WORDS • discourse • linguistics • organization studies • speech community • temporal present • time
Introduction
Discourse has certainly 'come of age' in academe. A host of questions and various approaches to answering them have been invoked by scholars in a wide range of disciplines (Woodilla, 1998) to consider an ever-expanding array of organizational and social phenomena from a discursive point of view (see Drew and Heritage, 1992; van Dijk, 1997; Grant, Keenoy and Oswick, 1998) . Such analyses focus on the discursive aspects of organizational life or theorizing, such as metaphor (Morgan, 1980; Wilson, 2002) , stories or narratives (Gabriel, 1991; Boje, 1994; Barry and Elmes, 1997) , or conversations (Boden, 1994; Ford and Ford, 1995) to name only a few.
While discourse and discourse analysis represent an increasingly acceptable and accepted form of scholarly engagement, little attention has been paid thus far to academe as a site of organizing activity. From a sociological perspective, to competently perform the role of academic clearly requires that one 'create texts' of scholarly activity including actual text as is depicted in writings. Texts may be considered an element of our 'community of practice' (Lave and Wenger, 1991) insofar as they are 'the property of a kind of community created over time by the sustained pursuit of a shared enterprise' (Wenger, 1998: 45) . In other words, the texts of those whose work falls within the management and organizations domain, terms often used interchangeably, are part of a 'shared repertoire of communal resources' that members have developed over time (Smith, 2003) . These 'artefacts' of academe, which are the products of human conception or agency rather than inherent elements, may provide the basis for an analysis of time within this sociological group.
In this article, we propose that a specific type of text can tell us something about temporality within a particular community of practice in academic life. In particular, we are interested in the ways in which temporality is an invoked and represented aspect in academic journal titles in the area of organization/ management studies. With the wide use of indexes and search engines, and regardless of whether or not the substance of an article is read, article titles serve as an 'organizing point' for those who act as producers of academic knowledge. As we have noted elsewhere (Forray and Woodilla, 2002) , temporality is a resource in the work of organizing. Yet, notwithstanding a significant body of 'time-related' organizational scholarship (Bluedorn and Denhart, 1988; Gherardi and Strati, 1988; Clark, 1990; Hassard, 1991) , little of this work has focused on organizational scholars themselves. Here we follow representations of time in academic scholarship that are discursively available through the creative textual products of journal article titles.
Method: Towards an Analytic Framework
To support our thesis, we use the titles of scholarly articles from three interdisciplinary organizational journals published in 2000: Administrative Science Quarterly (hereafter ASQ), Group and Organization Management (hereafter GOM), and the Journal of Management Studies (hereafter JMS). While numerous journals were considered as the basis for analysis, based on their description in Cabell's Directory and on information posted to their individual or publisher's websites, these three journals were selected because of our desire to 324 TIME & SOCIETY 14(2/3) develop a broad representation of titles within the overall sphere of 'organization studies'. Each of the three selected journals describes itself as an interdisciplinary publication, which we interpreted to mean that various disciplines within organization studies (strategy, human resources, organizational behavior and so on) would be represented. In addition, we purposefully chose journals that state their mission broadly, addressing primarily empirical work but not excluding theoretical or methodological articles. We were concerned also that the journals selected would include authors from a wide range of geographical locales so as to include for analysis work developed as internationally as possible. Similarly, we avoided journals whose primary focus is on a particular management discipline (for example, strategy or human resources) or whose title includes a regional marker (the British Journal of Sociology). As our interest was not longitudinal or focused on the development of temporality per se, we decided to choose one publication year as a representative sample. The year 2000 was selected because it represents a recent year (and is thus 'timely') and because it might be considered 'normal' insofar as it would not include too many articles geared to a specific social event (such as the destruction of the World Trade Center in 2001) that might generate a number of unusual references to time or temporality by virtue of their topic alone. Ultimately, we used 91 titles from these three journals in our analysis.
There are numerous definitions of discourse prevalent in the literature and, as noted by a number of recent publications' multiple approaches to discourse analysis (van Dijk, 1997; Phillips and Hardy, 2002) . As Woodilla (1998) notes, discourse generally refers to actual practices of talking and writing. Thus, while a discourse approach is often used to consider talk or conversation, it also includes an understanding of 'text' to mean written material, pictures, symbols, artifacts and so on (Grant, Keenoy and Oswick, 1998) . In this study, we regard journal article titles drawn from our sampling of organization-related publications to be part of the 'discourse of management scholarship' insofar as such titles are both constituting of and constituted by academic life. We selected titles without abstracts as the minimal form of representation of scholarship, and, in accordance with the practice of blind peer review that exists within the discipline, we disregarded the author(s') name(s).
For this study, we situate ourselves among scholars interested in understanding discourse communities. Our approach is consistent with linguistic analysis as Fairclough (1999) describes it, insofar as we focus not only on the traditional levels of analysis within linguistics (that is to say, grammar, vocabulary and semantics) but also linguistic systems including various aspects of the structure of texts. While our findings are initially discussed with respect to their linguistic and semantic elements, we consider intertextual aspects of this discourse in our concluding section in order to examine our findings in light of what Fairclough ' (p. 185) . We find this approach particularly useful for an examination of temporality in journal article titles because it affords us opportunities for theorizing about the ways in which time as social practice is represented and replicated in management scholarship.
In our initial reading or 'gloss' of the journal titles, we looked for instances where 'temporal themes' were represented in the text. Our definition of temporal themes was quite broad so as to consider as wide a range as possible of timerelated stylistic components. During this initial step, we identified five aspects of temporal reference. We then re-examined the texts for specific instances and the manner in which they were displayed. In so doing, we refined our categorization scheme, ultimately resulting in six aspects of temporal reference used in the discussion below. We also noted titles that evidenced no temporal theme. Table 1 shows each of these seven aspects along with the dimensions of discourse that they represent and the number of instances noted for each across the three journals.
First, we noted the temporal aspects of grammar. These elements represent a close linguistic analysis of the text itself, incorporating temporal dimensions of cadence and pace and including the effects of punctuation, verb tense and word choice (Cumming and Ono, 1997) . In this context, we view the use of punctuation as a temporal form; colon use halts the ongoing flow of words and signals a distinction between what comes before and what comes after. Similarly, the use of comma may represent a grammatical ordering device (where multiple commas are used to separate related but distinct elements) or may be used as a means of creating a pause in flow. In addition, we examined titles for word use, taking into account all uses of an explicit or specific temporal reference such as the mention of 'time' or specific dates wherein clear and distinct temporal boundaries are evident.
Second, we noted word choice in the titles as a manifestation of speech community. For example, the use of 'pre' or 'post' with respect to a given historical framework occurs at the level of text but also requires social understanding or community of practice in order to be meaningful because such terms do not specifically establish a temporal boundary (as do dates). For example, the term 'bureaucracy' must make sense or exist within a particular discursive community in order for the term 'post-bureaucratic' to have meaning. A similar but distinct practice is the use of 'temporal keywords' which signal, but do not specify, the dynamics of time. For example, titles that include the use of terms such as 'change' or 'innovation' and associated discursive practices signal a stream of organizational activity and/or research over the course of time (see Table 2 ). We used Webster's English Dictionary to check performative definitions to ensure that our chosen keywords would be widely recognized as incorporating a temporal dimension.
Third, we noted temporality for what we considered paradigmatic expression in representation of community of practice. For example, we considered phrases of linearity or cause and effect to represent a different paradigmatic representation of time and organizing than those titles that used active verbs such as 'making' or 'understanding,' which we regarded as more processual representations. Here, as we interpret the text of article titles as social practice within the macro-structural context of management scholarship, we rely on our reflexivity as researchers rather than objective computer-aided models that have been used in previous analyses of academic texts (Whissell, 1999) . Even though we describe these manifestations of temporality in paradigmatic terms, we make no claim to link these paradigms to the research or theory extant in the articles they represent. In other words, the titles may signal a particular paradigmatic understanding of time that is inconsistent with the research paradigm evident in the article itself, but this manifestation was not a subject of this study.
Finally, we noted instances in which we discerned no textual evidence of temporality. These titles provide examples of the 'negative case', refuting the suggestion that all titles display the phenomenon of interest (Silverman, 1993) . These examples allow us to maintain that temporality is not a universal attribute of the discourse of management scholarship in the particular format of article titles.
Results: Interpretations of Discursive Temporality

Temporality in presentation
Within the first dimension of our analysis, we noted instances in which the text of the title created temporality in presentation or research interest, or in both (as these distinctions are not mutually exclusive). In the former, the topic of research is made present for the reader regardless of the nature of the research itself. In the latter, the text of the title alerts the reader to the timeliness of the content of the article. While a colon between two independent clauses technically draws attention to words that follow it (Hacker, 2003) , this form of punctuation also serves to make the subject 'present' by expecting the reader to pause in order to then make the connection between the two fragments of the title. This pause creates a temporal space for the research topic or account presented in the article. No matter when the empirical work was conducted or the article written, the work is now rendered into the present for the reader. For example, it is difficult to read the following examples without pausing, probing, and making present the author's intent: In the first example, the reader must 'pause' to consider how the link between a decontextualized activity (Making the Next Move) is to be understood as a precursor to the subject of the article (Locations of Chains' Acquisitions). Without such a pause, the reader would not be able to understand the relationship. Here temporality is requisite to sensemaking. Similarly, although in reverse, the second example requires a pause so that the reader may consider how the subject of the article (Alternative Pay Practices and Employee Turnover) is to be understood within a theoretical framework (Organizational Economics). In the third example, the author provides a rhetorical question, albeit without a question mark (Too Much or Too Little Ambiguity), which then induces a pause to 'tell' the reader the context in which this statement/question may be understood as relevant.
In each of these cases, the temporality of the research process is absent in favor of the temporal present of the research product. The reader is induced to engage with the research in the present tense. Such punctuation in the text represents the academic experience as continually 'in the moment' and sustains such a temporal sense regardless of the fact that the development, research, writing, and publication processes involved in journal publication transpire over time. For the scholar, research becomes a scholarly artefact through publication, and this publication provides an enduring record of the research.
Other types of punctuation that indicate a similar effect of temporal present include: Punctuation, as a form of transcription, suggests a particular conceptual stance (Ochs, 1979) . Our reading of these examples suggests that authors may use punctuation conventions to engage the reader in a specific interpretive exercise. In these titles the authors 'make present' a particular dimension of the inquiry -that agency and institutional theory will be used, or that a causal effect is in question, or that a critical perspective will be applied -to entice the reader to view these elements as central to understanding the topic. In this way, temporality is again implicated in the nature of academic sensemaking.
Temporality in research interest
Some authors clearly evoke a temporal frame by locating their research in time; that is, they explicitly use the word 'time' or a specific year to specify a temporal moment or establish a calendar time such as a date or range of dates to provide a time-defined boundary. Examples of such instances are in italics below and include: In the first instance, the use of the term 'time' focuses the reader on an undefined but nevertheless explicit temporal moment; in this case a moment in which 'judgment' may be rendered. As such, the theory under discussion (Porter's Competitive Advantage of Nations) is also made temporal, for it now pre-exists the current moment and thus must be made relevant to the present. (Interestingly, the author uses a question mark, perhaps to suggest the equivo-330 TIME & SOCIETY 14(2/3) cality of this present moment.) In the other examples, specific dates are used to bracket the period of interest. The second and fourth examples address periods of time (1985) (1986) (1987) (1988) (1989) (1990) (1991) (1992) (1993) (1994) ; the 1990s), focusing the reader on the temporal domain of the themes of interest. The themes of research interest must exist outside these temporal boundaries or there would be no need to establish them. In the third example, the temporal moment is narrower as the activities of interest pertain to one year. Yet the result of bracketing reader interest 'in time' is the same; the focus of the article and the theory developed by it is to be understood in terms of a particular time period.
Other authors put forward their temporal frame implicitly, embedding words that create the sense of an era or chronological system. In these instances, the temporal frame is not placed within the calendar but rather is positioned within the relative flow of time. Examples from our corpus of data include (in italics): In examples such as these, time is represented as more ephemeral than that made explicit in dates. The reader is not told specifically what past, present, and future or forward and backward mean in terms of timeliness or research interest. Unlike the previous examples, these titles remain 'timeless' in the sense that they could begin and end at any temporal moment. Yet, the author draws the reader into the research agenda by 'temporalizing' the domain of interest.
Temporality through academic terminology
In the second dimension, we noted word meanings that mark a discursive practice. While the previous examples represent what might be considered 'universal' temporal terms and grammatical practices, discourse in the second dimension evidences terminology and practices of a more academic nature. In other words, specific dates or references to past, present or future are commonly understood elements of discourse both inside and outside of academe. In the second dimension, notice is taken of terms that require the reader to have contextual understanding in order to make sense of the title.
The use of time-specific terms, such as those noted in the previous section, are one way that authors establish for themselves and their readers a temporal reference. Another way in which temporality is invoked at the level of the text, is through words used for temporal location that have particular meanings within the discursive practices of organizational scholarship. Such words require the reader to be a member of the discourse community in order to gain a full appreciation of the period or area of interest. Some examples of such implicit acknowledgement of time include (in italics): In the first two examples, the term post is used in conjunction with nontemporal terms to introduce a relevant period of temporality. The organizationally relevant terms (acquisition and bureaucratic), signal a particular period of organizational importance and are required in order to make sense of the research agenda. In addition, while the organizational analyses presented must, by necessity, have relevance 'in the present', these analyses are to be understood as being drawn from 'non-present' temporal moments. In the third example, the term longitudinal is used. The reader must contextualize this term in order to understand the manner in which it is invoked. In this instance, longitudinal used with study situates the work within the academic discourse of material considered 'over time'. Temporal eras or boundaries are important within the discipline, and phenomena that are important within a particular historical period are valued in a later time frame, even though they are not labeled as 'historical'.
Temporality through keywords
Keywords provide a 'shortcut' or a reference point for finding other words or information within a community of practice. In academia, keywords connect the present work to others through indexes and databases. The keywords listed in Table 2 call forth temporality in their performative definition as provided by a dictionary and, as such, signify, locate and hence provide temporality in discursive practice. Yet, as Adam (1995) notes, the everyday experience of embeddedness in time is both taken for granted and difficult to articulate, suggesting that academics may give little thought to the temporal implications of these constructs in everyday use. Examples from the titles in our dataset include (in italics): Terms such as change, and innovations, as used in the first and third examples, are keywords grounded in the mainstream of the organization studies paradigm. These terms speak to an academic interest in all that is new (even when it is dependent on historical data for support). Similarly, transformations and evolution, as in the second and fourth examples, provide keyword reference to activities 'over time', while growth and aging are anthropomorphic temporalities which link time to other organizational processes. These keywords signify privileged temporal processes within the discipline and are also, intertextually, part of the practitioner discourse. Following Fairclough (1999) , the social context of knowledge production in organization research is such that scholars are under pressure to appear relevant to the practitioner world.
1
Assumptions of temporality
Text is representative and constitutive of social practice manifests the paradigmatic assumptions and ideological expressions of temporality are manifest. One manner in which this plays out is through discursive representations of temporal assumptions rather than as the previously described specific references to time or the use of temporal keywords. We considered these forms of temporal assumptions as either linear or processual. Or do they? The last example, it might be argued, refers to a process (construction) that occurs over time. Yet the language of the discipline uses the noun form, implying a concrete or reified act rather than a fluid or active process. While such a term may represent activity, we do not consider it in this instance to signal a processual perspective of temporality.
Reflections
Our intention in this article is to surface assumptions of temporality evidenced in journal article titles as texts constitutive and representative of academic sensibilities. As an initial study, we selected a relatively small number of titles from three well-regarded journals in the authors' academic field, organization and management studies. Our selection of these three journals was made on the basis of their broadly stated aims and scope, recognizing that these were different from journal to journal but that each identifies organizational scholarship as its primary domain. As we did not intend to examine the nature of the research or theory within the articles themselves, these distinctions were not considered significant. There are no codified rules for the form or content of a journal article title in the organization studies domain beyond the broad instruction that a title should '. . . summarize the main idea of the paper simply and, if possible, with style . . . be a concise statement of the main topic . . . (and) identify the actual variables or theoretical issues under investigation ' (APA, 2001 ). Yet journal article titles are a type of discourse that is generated within an academic speech community. As such, in concert with recent ideas on temporal realities (Bluedorn, 2002) , our findings suggest that temporality is frequently manifested in these instances. For scholars studying the phenomena of organizations, temporality is most often located within the field of research interest rather than in the deliberate perspective of the researcher. That is, representations of time exist in the topic or variables under consideration but not as an explicit aspect of scholarly experience. In addition, textual features such as lexical choices, grammatical elements and thematic structures may be varied or manipulated in the construction of a version of temporal reality written for academic readership. Previous studies have noted the importance of the 'academic colon' and particular journals tend to favor article titles presented in a particular style -both of which represent constraints of the discourse community. The nature of these and other stylistic intertextual aspects were not examined in this study. In addition, it is not clear whether, in constructing a title, some authors may have a clear perception of their own stance on the meaning of time while other authors may model their titles on such examples without appreciating their temporal relevance. Authors may not consciously consider the various ways in which time is part of the academic experience but, as we show above, temporality is an implicit element of this community of practice.
Our sample may be characterized in terms of genre as a style of declarative knowledge with conventional discourse properties. The academic author uses punctuation to create a pause that brings the reader into the writer's 'present' and uses dates and other signifiers to denote temporal boundaries of academic interest. In addition, while temporality is often evidenced in an expectation of the passage of time (either causally or processually), the lack of explicit temporal boundaries in all but a few titles suggests that organization scholars are desirous of 'standing the test of time' by remaining without an explicit temporal anchor. For purposes of academic standing, it is often important that an author generate citations of an article by other scholars over a period of several years. Such practices are less likely when temporality is explicit in a title as a 'classic' article may remain timely insofar as the title (and content, we assume) speaks to the future present.
Paradoxically, management and organization scholars must also be cognizant of the interests of 'practitioners', those non-academics who make up the practice of management. Indeed, it can be suggested that management scholars interact with these individuals as a speech community as well. In this respect, given the nature of management practice, the intertextual character of linguistic constructions may favor 'the contemporary' rather than the classic. Managers are most often interested in new ways of addressing managerial issues, and the production of management scholarship is constrained by this agenda. Thus, a dilemma may exist for organizational/management scholars: whether to create a timeless legacy or to appear timely in relation to practice.
Titles provide one aspect of knowledge production and provide opportunities for close linguistic analysis and attention to their organization. We have drawn some attention to the intertextual dependence of these 'texts' on the social circumstances of management and the types of discourse expected by academics and practitioners. Our links to discursive and social practice, however, are tenuous without contextual grounding as could be provided by a reading of the 336 TIME & SOCIETY 14(2/3) abstract or article. We admit, also, that we cannot interpret the particular social circumstances in which the text came to be written. Clearly, this is a methodological issue in identifying the nature of the text and textual analysis that constrains our study and its findings. This study relates to a single specialist field. The article titles, and indeed the articles themselves, may be incomprehensible to scholars in other fields. Similarly, temporality as constructed and manifest within one field may be different in another. Temporality in the natural sciences and in the humanities may be constructed in differing ways. Within the relatively young field of organization studies, new areas of inquiry require that a body of accepted scholarship be generated. An emerging area may contain more 'academically tentative' titles, as manifest through punctuation or word choice, whereas an established area may include more keyword markers and clear manifestations of causality or processual interest.
Time may pass in the process of academic inquiry, but the experience of this passage is absent in titles of organizational scholarship. The accepted genres of published organizational scholarship feature theory development, implying a process towards a timeless endpoint, and/or research results, implying a timely point in the scholarship process. In all but a few instances -and none captured in the dataset used for the present inquiry -it is not acceptable to prepare a journal article exclusively focused on personal memoirs or a researcher's journaling of the scholarly process. Journal titles may tell us about the construction of the academic field, evidenced through the discipline-based manifestation of temporality, but little about the individual experience of temporality in contributing to such a construction. Notes 1. We are grateful to an anonymous reviewer for drawing our attention to this point.
